
CHROMIUM 6 MANAGEMENT WORKING GROUP 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

CONFERENCE ROOM – MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
201 WEST GRAY 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2012 

4:00 P.M. 

 
The City Council of the City of Norman, Cleveland County, State of Oklahoma, met in Regular Session in 
the Council Chambers of the Norman Municipal Building on the 17th day of January, 2012, at 4:00 p.m., 
and notice and agenda of the meeting were posted at the Municipal Building at 201 West Gray and at the 
Norman Public Library at 225 North Webster 24 hours prior to the beginning of the meeting. 
 
 PRESENT:    Councilmembers Dillingham, Griffith, Kovach, 

Mayor Rosenthal 
 
 TARDY None 
 
 STAFF PRESENT: Mark Daniels, Utilities Engineer 
 Ken Komiske, Utilities Director * 
 Steve Lewis, City Manager 
 Chris Mattingly, Water Treatment Superintendent 
 Shawn O’Leary, Public Works Director 
 
 OTHERS PRESENT: Mary Mach, Garver Engineers 
 
* Ken Komiske, Utilities Director arrived at approximately 4:20 pm following a meeting with 
ODEQ/COMCD/others on Lake Thunderbird TMDL project 

City Manager Lewis opened the meeting and suggested Item 2 be considered first since Mr. Komiske was 
on his way from another meeting. 
 
ITEM 2: REPORT ON THE CITY’S EFFORTS TO UPDATE THE STRATEGIC WATER SUPPLY PLAN. 

Mr. Mark Daniels, Utilities Engineer, indicated Carollo Engineers, teamed with local office of Tetratech, was 
selected to prepare the 2060 Strategic Water Supply Plan (Plan) and negotiations were on-going.  
Mr. Daniels indicated Carollo’s emphases on conservation/reuse as well as their expertise on the chromium 
issue were factors in their selection.  Mr. Daniels indicated he hoped to bring a contract forward for 
Council's consideration on their February 14, 2012. 

Mr. Daniels provided a brief overview of the proposed scope of the Plan as submitted to consultants. He 
emphasized a review of the previous plan alternatives with a fresh look at the Canadian River and 
reservoirs in SE Oklahoma, as well as consideration of Kaw Reservoir and other potential reservoirs such 
as Scissortail, Parker and Tate Mountain.  He indicated water conservation/reuse would be studied with the 
potential for modifying per capita flows in projections for water supply needs. 

Mr. Daniels noted an important part of the study dealt with the chromium issue and potential reduction in 
the current 100 parts per billion (ppb) maximum contaminant level (MCL) for chromium.  He indicated the 
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consultant would evaluate blending and treatment possibilities for two treatment levels for chromium, 
possibly for MCL’s of 20 and less than 10 ppb. He mentioned the ongoing study of the Garber Wellington 
aquifer and the potential reduction of yield for the aquifer. 

Councilmember Kovach commented that the Plan should examine any potential sources suggested by the 
public at the water meetings held prior to the last water rate vote.  He emphasized a proposed reservoir on 
the Canadian River and a second reservoir downstream of Lake Thunderbird dam.  Mr. Daniels indicated 
these sources would be considered. 

Mayor Rosenthal agreed that the Plan should examine the effect of water conservation on per capita water 
demand and possible ramifications of various levels of reduced per capita consumption.  Range of reduced 
consumption might be as high as 25%.  

Councilmember Dillingham agreed and felt sensitivity analysis based on assumed reductions in water use 
for conservation and for reuse of wastewater effluent for irrigation might affect water demand in the future.  
She was also concerned that tribal water rights and the risk of water supply sources impacted by tribal 
water rights be considered in the analysis.  

Mr. Lewis added Kathryn Walker, Assistant City Attorney, is tracking the status of tribal water rights in 
Oklahoma. 

The Management Committee felt the public input/public education aspects of the project were very 
important.  Mr. Daniels noted public input would be solicited and the results provided to the Norman Utilities 
Authority (NUA) at public meetings but, if desired, a public education component could be added by 
amendment at completion of the study. 

Councilmember Kovach was concerned that related studies by the United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) (Garber Wellington Study) and Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District (COMCD) (Lake 
Thunderbird Augmentation) ongoing concurrently with the Plan might not be complete within the proposed 
nine month time frame and that the Plan might not include those findings.  Mr. Daniels indicated he hoped 
they would be complete and included in the Plan. 
 
ITEM 1: UPDATE ON U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA) AND CHROMIUM 6 
REGULATIONS. 

Daniels indicated that EPA projected that the toxicity assessment should be complete by the end of 2012 
followed by promulgation of the proposed MCL for chromium within six months.  The proposed MCL would 
likely be finalized within 18 months or about two years from completion of the toxicity assessment.  Water 
systems then normally have three years to comply with the new MCL. 

Mr. Lewis indicated these timeframes could be compressed and suggested that we post a summary of the 
EPA response on our website.  The committee agreed. 
 
ITEM 3: PROPOSED CHROMIUM 6 COLLABORATIVE AGREEMENT WITH WATER RESEARCH 
FOUNDATION (WRF). 

Komiske discussed the proposed contract for $50,000 with Water Research Foundation (WRF) to 
participate with other municipalities and WRF in a nationwide study of the chromium 6 issue. WRF will 
match member cities contributions with their monies up to $175,000. The NUA contribution would not be 
matched, as we are not a member of WRF.  However, WRF planned to perform a pilot study in Norman 
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utilizing various methodologies for removal of chromium.  This data would be very important in 
implementation of our Strategic Water Plan.  

Councilmember Kovach questioned how this study compared to the Strategic Water Supply Plan and that 
we might be paying twice for the same information.  Mr. Komiske said the pilot study will test the 
effectiveness of known chromium removal technologies on the Norman water supply to determine which 
technology is the best fit for Norman. 

Mr. Komiske indicated the WRF study would not really begin until the initial recommendations of the Water 
Plan were complete in late fall 2012. 

Mayor Rosenthal said considering the on-site pilot testing, it seemed like the $50,000 would be well spent. 

Mr. Komiske indicated a presentation on the WRF study could be made at a Council Study session if 
desired. 

The meeting adjourned at 4:50 pm. 


